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In  the  determination  of  a  great  question  which  affects  the  rights 
and  liberties  of  people,  the  first  and  most  important  thing  to  be  deter¬ 
mined  is,  Is  it  right?  If  that  question  is  determined  in  the  affirma¬ 
tive,  it  ought  to  settle  all  doubts  as  to  the  policy  of  adopting  the  meas¬ 
ure.  But,  inasmuch  as  there  are  some  people  who  will  not  let  the 
question  of  whether  it  is  right  determine  the  policy,  I  wish  to  dis¬ 
cuss  this  question  from  the  standpoint:  First.  Is  it  right?  Second. 
Is  it  expedient?  Third.  Is  it  practicable? 

First.  Is  It  Bight? 

At  the  time  of  the  Revolutionary  war  there  was  practically  but  one 
form  of  government  in  existence.  It  recognized  that  all  powers  of 
government  were  vested  in  one  man — the  monarch — and  that  he 
would  grant  such  rights  and  privileges  to  his  subjects  as  he  deemed 
proper.  In  order  to  fasten  such  a  doctrine  upon  the  people,  an 
appeal  had  been  made  to  their  religious  zeal  in  the  claim  that  God 
himself  had  vested  the  power  in  the  ruler.  That  doctrine  was  called 
the  “  divine  right  of  kings.”  When  tyranny  and  oppression  were 
exercised  to  such  an  extent  as  to  make  conditions  intolerable,  the 
people  had  at  times  risen  in  their  might  and  forced  from  the  crown 
some  privileges  and  rights.  Such  governments  were  then  known  as 
limited  monarchies ;  but  the  source  of  power,  as  shown  from  the  grant 
itself,  was  alwa}^s  recognized  as  existing  in  the  monarch. 

It  was  in  the  colonial  days  that  a  people,  inured  to  the  hardships 
and  privations  of  frontier  life,  and  far  removed  from  the  influences 
of  the  crown,  breathing  the  air  of  freedom  and  self-reliance  which 
isolation  always  produces,  began  to  reason  why  one  man  on  account 
of  birth  should  have  power  to  govern  another.  Their  reasoning, 
after  years,  produced  a  firm  conviction  in  the  principles  enunciated 
in  the  Declaration  of  Independence.  The  war  to  enforce  those 
principles  was  called  truly  the  Revolutionary  war,  because  it  com¬ 
pletely  revolutionized  the  theory  of  government  then  exercised  by 
man.  That  declaration  was  not  a  mere  war  document,  but  pro¬ 
mulgated  a  doctrine  for  all  times,  founded  upon  the  right  of  every 
human  being  to  prevent  tyranny  and  oppression — founded  upon 
the  moral  law  itself. 

That  declaration  enunciated,  “  That  all  men  are  created  equal,” 
not  in  intellect,  not  in  color,  not  in  size,  but  in  and  to  the  rights  of 
mankind.  It  is  further  declared  that  “  man  is  entitled  to  life, 
liberty,  and  the  pursuit  of  happiness,”  not  by  the  grace  of  a  king, 
of  a  congress,  or  of  a  legislature,  but  as  an  inalienable  right,  by  the 
grace  of  God  Almighty  himself.  It  is  further  declared,  u  that  to 
secure  these  rights  governments  are  instituted  among  men,  deriving 
their  just  powers,”  not  from  kings,  parliaments,  or  legislatures,  but 
“  from  the  consent  of  the  governed.” 

These  principles  are  declared  to  be  self-evident  truths.  They 
form  the  ethics  of  the  establishment  of  order  in  society  called  gov¬ 
ernment.  They  are  principles  of  right  as  binding  on  the  conscience 
as  the  commandment  “  Thou  shalt  not  steal.”  They  should  be  more 
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binding,  because  they  relate  to  a  human  right,  while  the  command¬ 
ment  relates  to  a  property  right. 

USURPATION  OF  RIGHTS. 

An  eminent  writer  has  said  that  all  powers  of  government  are  either 
delegated  or  assumed ;  that  all  powers  not  delegated  are  assumed,  and 
all  assumed  powers  are  usurpations. 

The  powers  of  government  by  men  over  women  are  not  delegated 
powers,  because  the  women  never  delegated  such  powers  to  men. 
Such  powers  by  men,  then,  are  assumed,  and  as  all  assumed  powers 
are  usurpations,  the  exercise  of  the  powers  of  government  by  men 
over  women  is  usurpation.  How  can  those  who  refuse  to  give  women 
the  right  to  vote  reconcile  their  opinion  with  the  form  of  government 
in  which  they  believe? 

WTiat  right  have  I  to  make  all  the  laws  which  shall  govern  not  only 
myself,  but  also  my  wife,  sister,  and  mother,  without  giving  to  them 
any  voice  in  determining  the  justice  or  wisdom  of  those  laws,  when 
they  are  just  as  intelligent  as  I  am?  It  can  only  be  on  the  assertion 
of  an  assumed  or  usurped  right — that  which  we  have  condemned  as 
not  the  source  of  rightful  power. 

Lincoln’s  statement  that  “  no  man  is  good  enough  to  govern  another 
without  that  other  man’s  consent,”  even  the  antisuffragist  recognizes 
as  a  truth  applicable  to  men.  As  women  are  human  beings,  why  is 
it  not  applicable  to  them?  Where  did  man  get  the  right  to  make  all 
the  laws  governing  women,  except  by  the  assumption  of  that  power? 

We  all  remember  Lincoln’s  declaration  that  “  when  the  white  man 
governs  himself,  that  is  self-government ;  but  when  he  governs  him¬ 
self  and  also  governs  another  man,  that  is  more  than  self-govern¬ 
ment — that  is  despotism.” 

The  exercise  of  any  power  of  government  not  emanating  from  the 
consent  of  the  governed,  therefore,  is  despotism.  After  men,  by  an 
assumption  of  power,  have  attached  the  elective  franchise  to  them¬ 
selves,  is  it  an  answer  to  the  demand  of  women  for  equal  suffrage  to 
say  that  we  men  have  concluded  that  “  Suffrage  is  a  privilege  which 
attaches  neither  to  man  nor  to  woman  by  nature?  ” 

There  was  a  time,  not  many  years  ago,  when  all  the  property  of  a 
woman  became  her  husband’s  on  marriage.  Since  woman  now  has 
the  right  to  hold  and  convey  property  in  her  own  name,  a  very  large 
proportion  of  the  real  and  personal  property  of  the  country  belongs 
to  women. 

Have  we  forgotten  the  cry  of  our  forefathers,  which  stirred  the 
blood  of  every  patriotic  American,  that  “  taxation  without  repre¬ 
sentation  is  tyrannv  ?  ”  Whv  is  it  tyranny  to  men,  but  not  to 
women  ?  Should  women  be  denied  the  right  to  protect,  by  vote,  their 
property  from  excessive  tax  incumbrances,  when  the  right  to  encum¬ 
ber  it  by  vote  is  given  to  men,  some  of  whom  can  not  read  or  write 
our  language?  Is  it  sufficient  to  say  that  “  they  are  not  the  only 
persons  taxed  as  property  holders  from  whom  the  ballot  is  with¬ 
held,”  when  the  only  persons  from  whom  it  is  permanently  withheld 
are  lunatics,  idiots,  illiterates,  and  criminals?  How  would  men  like 
such  reasoning  applied  to  themselves? 

woman’s  sphere. 

The  arrogance  with  which  men  assert  that  women  have  a  sphere  to 
which  they  should  be  confined  must  be  galling  to  women  of  thought 
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and  action.  Who  gave  man  the  right  to  determine  woman’s 
sphere  without  even  consulting  her?  How  chivalrous  it  is  in  him  to 
determine  for  her  such  a  momentous  question !  Or  how  easy  it  is 
to  have  it  disposed  of  by  the  statement  that  “  it  is  a  mistake  to  sup¬ 
pose  that  any  human  reason  or  argument  is  needful  or  adequate  to 
the  assignment  of  the  relative  positions  to  be  assumed  by  man  and 
woman  in  working  out  the  problems  of  civilization.  This  was  done 
long  ago  by  a  higher  intelligence  than  ours.” 

Hardly  a  question  of  importance  has  ever  been  presented  but  some 
people  have  sought  to  foreclose  any  argument  by  claiming  that  it 
was  settled  by  the  Almighty.  How  can  this  claim  be  reconciled 
with  the  fact  that  it  has  also  been  settled  in  Colorado  and  three 
other  States,  and  in  Australia,  New  Zealand,  Norway,  and  some  other 
countries  ?  Had  God  nothing  to  do  with  settling  it  there  ? 

In  the  days  of  slavery  everyone  heard  the  argument  that  the  negro 
was  not  capable  of  taking  care  of  himself;  that  it  was  better  for 
him  to  have  a  master  who  would  care  for  and  protect  him ;  that  the 
patriarchs  of  old,  the  chosen  men  of  God,  had  slaves,  and  therefore 
slavery  had  received  the  sanction  of  God  and  was  a  divine  institution. 

Abraham  Lincoln  said :  “  Whenever  I  hear  anyone  arguing  for 
slavery  I  feel  a  strong  impulse  to  see  it  tried  on  him  personally.”  So 
whenever  I  hear  men  advocating  the  denial  of  rights  to  others  I  feel 
an  impulse  to  see  how  they  personally  would  appreciate  the  denial  of 
those  rights  to  themselves. 

WOMEN  WANT  EQUAL  SUFFRAGE. 

Many  assume  that  women  do  not  want  equal  suffrage.  That  is 
no  argument  against  woman’s  right  to  vote,  even  if  it  were  true. 
Even  prisoners  become  satisfied  with  their  conditions.  Byron’s 
Prisoner  of  Chillon  says: 

My  very  chains  and  I  grew  friends, 

So  much  a  long  communion  tends 
To  make  us  what  we  are;  and  even  I 
Regained  my  freedom  with  a  sigh. 

If  a  majority  of  the  men  of  a  State,  or  the  United  States,  should 
not  care  for  the  elective  franchise,  would  the  antisuffragist  man  be 
willing  to  be  deprived  of  it?  It  is  true  that  men  have  ridiculed  so 
much  the  women  who  have  advocated  equal  suffrage  that  it  has  had 
an  effect  upon  many  women;  but  notwithstanding  this,  the  cause  of 
woman  suffrage  has  made  a  progress  that  is  marvelous,  contrasted 
with  the  sentiment  of  fifty  years  ago. 

It  was  in  the  mountain  States,  the  birthplace  of  freedom,  that  equal 
suffrage  was  given  to  women,  and  it  is  as  sure  to  extend  to  every 
State  in  the  Union  as  that  every  principle  of  right  is  bound  ulti¬ 
mately  to  triumph. 

Do  women  want  equal  suffrage?  Ask  the  women  of  Colorado. 
Submit  to  those  who  have  tried  it  the  question,  and  scarce  a  corporal’s 
guard  will  be  found  /to  vote  against  it.  Colorado  has  had  equal 
suffrage  for  sixteen  years. 

The  fact  that  no  legislator  has  ever  introduced  in  the  general 
assembly  of  Colorado  a  bill  to  resubmit  the  question  to  the  people 
shows  that  there  is  no  demand  for  any  change  in  the  elective  fran¬ 
chise  of  that  State.  The  principle  of  equal  rights  for  women  is  as 
irrevocably  determined  in  Colorado  as  the  freedom  of  the  negro  is 
determined  in  the  nation. 
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Second.  Is  Woman  Suffrage  Expedient! 

The  statement  is  made  that  even  if  every  woman  should  exercise 
the  suffrage,  the  votes  of  the  thoughtful  and  conscientious  would 
almost  certainly  be  largely  outweighed  by  those  of  the  disreputable, 
the  ignorant,  the  thoughtless,  the  purchased,  and  the  coerced. 

In  that  declaration  the  assumption  is  made  either  that  the  bad  and 
ignorant  women  are  in  the  majority  or  that  the  good  women  will  not 
vote,  both  of  which  I  most  emphatically  deny.  Not  more  than  one- 
half  of  1  per  cent  of  the  women  are  immoral. 

Once  in  a  long  while  it  is  ascertained  that  a  woman  has  been 
guilty  of  fraud  in  an  election  in  Colorado,  and  the  antisuffragists  seem 
to  go  into  spasms  over  the  occurrence  and  urge  it  as  a  sure  indication 
of  the  corrupting  influence  of  women  in  politics.  In  reading  of  the 
exposure  they  totally  ignore  the  fact  contained  in  the  same  news  item 
that  there  were  ten  men  implicated  with  the  woman  in  the  fraud, 
and  that  the  men  put  her  up  to  it  in  order  to  divert  suspicion  from 
themselves. 

If  it  is  so  potential  an  argument  against  woman  suffrage  that  a  few 
women  have  been  implicated  in  election  frauds,  why  is  it  not  ten 
times  as  strong  an  argument  against  man  suffrage  when  the  facts 
will  show  that  there  were  ten  times  as  many  men  implicated  in  the 
same  frauds  as  women? 

Who  are  these  women  who,  many  seem  to  fear,  will  have  a  cor¬ 
rupting  influence  on  elections  if  given  the  right  to  vote?  They  are 
our  mothers,  our  wives,  our  sisters,  and  our  daughters.  Is  there  a 
man  in  high  or  low  life,  in  moral  or  degraded  position,  who  believes 
his  mother,  wife,  sister,  or  daughter  would  be  more  corrupt  than  he 
in  exercising  the  elective  franchise? 

Woman’s  influence  has  always  been  for  good,  and  in  no  sphere  has 
this  been  better  demonstrated  than  in  politics.  The  election  polls 
since  the  advent  of  woman  suffrage  in  Colorado,  with  the  exception  of 
a  few  in  the  low  parts  of  the  cities,  have  been  transformed  into  as 
respectable  places  of  meeting  as  dry  goods  stores  or  public  halls.  As 
a  general  rule  the  rowdy  element,  which  was  once  wont  to  assemble 
at  and  remain  around  the  polls  all  day,  is  wanting. 

The  precinct  caucuses  for  primaries  are  usually  held  at  the  resi¬ 
dences  of  the  most  respectable  people.  The  restraining  influence  of 
the  presence  of  women  has  greatly  improved  the  tone  of  political 
conventions. 

PRODUCES  BETTER  NOMINATIONS. 

This  influence  has  been  felt  most,  perhaps,  in  the  character  of 
nominations  made  by  each  political  party.  Many  men,  after  de¬ 
nouncing  a  candidate  as  dishonest  and  immoral  before  his  nomina¬ 
tion,  support  him  at  the  election  because  they  believe  that  they  must 
have  a  consistent  party  record  in  order  to  get  subsequent  recognition 
from  their  party. 

Women  have  no  political  records  to  keep  consistent.  Only  in  the 
rarest  instances  are  they  candidates  for  office,  and  they  more  fre¬ 
quently  vote  against  reprehensible  candidates  than  men.  In  no  in¬ 
stance  has  a  woman  in  Colorado  sought  the  nomination  for  any  state 
office,  except  that  of  superintendant  of  public  instruction,  and 
often  she  has  to  be  urged  to  allow  her  name  to  be  presented  to  the 
convention  for  that  office. 
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To  such  an  extent  is  the  moral  influence  of  women  felt  that  if  an 
immoral  candidate  is  mentioned  the  argument  is  generally  urged  that 
the  women  will  not  support  him,  and  he  is  generally  defeated  for 
nomination  or  his  name  is  not  presented  to  the  convention. 

Woman’s  presence  in  politics  has  introduced  an  independent  ele¬ 
ment  which  compels  better  nominations  and  better  officials. 

Some  fear  has  been  expressed  by  those  who  have  not  seen  the  op¬ 
eration  of  the  law  that  women  will  spend  their  time  in  politics  and 
thereby  neglect  their  home  duties.  Ninety-nine  per  cent  of  the  women 
of  Colorado  take  no  more  time  in  politics  than  to  attend  one  or  two 
political  meetings  every  two  years  and  to  go  to  the  polls  on  election 
day  and  cast  their  votes. 

Not  a  one-hundredth  part  of  the  time  is  spent  by  women  in  polit¬ 
ical  matters  that  is  spent  by  the  average  woman  is  social  duties. 
There  is  no  instance  known  in  Colorado  where  it  was  even  claimed 
in  a  divorce  case  that  the  difficulties  between  the  husband  and  wife 
arose  over  politics. 

HIGHER  WAGES  FROM  SUFFRAGE. 

That  woman  suffrage  opens  to  women  more  positions  and  occupa¬ 
tions,  which,  according  to  the  principle  of  demand  and  supply,  must 
produce  better  wages,  it  seems  to  me  no  one  can  deny. 

There  was  a  time  when  it  was  considered  unseemly  for  women  to 
accept  employment  other  than  in  households.  To  be  a  clerk  in  a 
store  or  an  office  was  considered  almost  scandalous.  With  such  a 
public  sentiment  what  chance  had  women  of  obtaining  employment 
at  remunerative  wages?  The  very  agitation  for  equal  suffrage  has 
forced  public  sentiment  to  recognize,  at  least,  the  right  of  women  to 
work  in  any  vocation  that  is  honorable. 

If  it  were  not  that  many  noble  women  in  past  }^ears  advocated 
equal  rights,  the  sphere  of  labor  for  women  would  likely  still  be  only  in 
the  household  and  factory.  The  right  to  exercise  the  franchise  in  de¬ 
termining  the  important  questions  of  city,  state,  and  national  govern¬ 
ment,  as  well  as  the  officers  of  the  same,  gives  woman  that  important- 
consideration  and  respect  which  everyone  possessing  power  receives. 

Deprive  any  class  or  nationality  of  men  of  the  elective  franchise 
and  its  detrimental  effect  would  be  felt  immediately.  Their  petitions 
for  legislation  would  no  longer  receive  prompt  and  careful  considera¬ 
tion,  and  if  the  proposed  legislation  conflicted  with  conditions  favor¬ 
able  to  a  class  of  voters  it  would  be  almost  impossible  to  get  a  legisla¬ 
tor  or  Congressman  even  to  introduce  such  a  measure. 

The  equal-suffrage  women  have  appeared  before  a  committee  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  at  Washington  every  session  for  a  great 
many  years,  begging  for  a  report  favorable  to  woman  suffrage. 

If  persons  representing  one-tenth  as  many  voters  had  made  an 
appeal  for  some  important  legislation  affecting  their  rights,  don’t 
we  know  that  those  same  Congressmen  would  almost  have  fought 
with  each  other  for  the  privilege  of  writing  a  favorable  report  ? 

Nor  would  such  effect  be  produced  upon  legislators  alone.  A 
prejudice  against  the  class  or  nationality  deprived  of  the  franchise 
arises  among  the  masses,  and  when  conflict  of  interest  arises  with 
classes  of  voters  it  manifests  itself  often  in  violence,  with  even  the 
courts  powerless  to  redress  the  wrongs. 

Does  any  one  suppose  the  Chinese  would  have  received  the  treat¬ 
ment  they  did  had  they  been  voters?  Would  not  the  pledge  of  their 
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votes  to  a  political  party  have  procured  the  friendship  and  protection 
of  the  members  of  that  party  ?  Would  not  more  positions  of  employ¬ 
ment  have  been  opened  to  them  under  that  protection,  and  would  not 
that  demand  for  their  labor  have  produced  better  wages  for  them  ? 

If  this  franchise  is  so  important  to  men,  why  is  it  not  equally 
important  to  women?  If  it  is  so  instrumental  in  getting  legislation 
for  men,  why  would  it  not  produce  the  same  etfect  for  women?  If 
it  lessens  the  positions  available  to  a  class  of  men  to  be  deprived  of 
their  franchise,  and  consequently  affects  their  wages,  why  does  it  not 
produce  the  same  effect  on  the  positions  open  to  women,  and  conse¬ 
quently,  on  their  wages? 

Third.  Is  Woman  Suffrage  Practicable? 

The  contention  that  good  women  will  not  vote  is  flatly  contradicted 
by  the  returns  in  the  four  equal-suffrage  States  of  the  Union. 

In  proportion  to  the  number  of  women  in  those  States,  about  as 
many  vote  as  men.  Contrast  the  vote  in  any  of  the  four  equal- 
suffrage  States  with  that  of  other  States  of  equal  population,  and  it 
becomes  apparent  that  they  do  vote  in  as  large  a  proportion,  according 
to  their  numbers,  as  men. 

The  following  is  the  total  vote  for  President  in  three  States  of 
nearest  population,  according  to  the  census  of  1900 : 

The  population  of  Colorado  in  1900  was  539,700. 

Its  vote  for  President,  respectively,  was  as  follows :  1896,  189,687 ; 
1900,  221,336;  1904,  246,693;  1908,  263,877. 

The  population  of  Maine  in  1900  was  694,466. 

Its  vote  for  President,  respectively,  was  as  follows:  1896,  118,593; 
1900,  105,720;  1904,  96,027;  1908,  106,335. 

The  population  of  the  State  of  Washington  in  1900  was  518,103. 

Its  vote  for  President,  respectively,  was  as  follows:  1896,  93,583; 
1900,  107,524;  1904,  128,713;  1908,  183,879. 

It  is  unfortunate  that  all  counties  in  Colorado  do  not  tabulate  the 
male  and  female  vote,  but  in  Denver  the  vote  is  separated.  In  the 
city  of  Denver  there  were  registered  in  1908,  41,530  men,  of  whom 
36,891  voted,  and  35,620  women,  of  whom  29,085  voted. 

The  registrations  are  very  complete  and  represent  practically  all 
the  voters  in  the  city.  Of  course,  there  are  fewer  women  than  men 
in  Denver  and  Colorado. 

These  statistics  should  set  at  rest  the  claim  that  women  will  not 
vote  at  elections.  They  show  that  in  the  equal-suffrage  State  of 
Colorado  about  twice  as  many  votes  are  cast  as  in  States  of  equal 
population  where  man  suffrage  only  exists. 

Women  have  equal  suffrage  in  school  elections  in  29  States  of 
the  Union.  Has  the  exercise  of  that  right  contaminated  the  school 
election  there  or  made  less  efficient  the  teaching  or  moral  instruction 
in  such  States? 

It  is  generally  recognized  that  the  women  who  have  filled  official 
positions  in  Colorado  have  made  excellent  records.  While  only  one 
state  elective  office  has  been  filled  by  a  woman,  yet  women  have  been 
appointed  on  many  state  boards,  and  such  boards  have  been  managed 
better  than  they  were  ever  managed  by  men  alone. 

Women  have  been  instrumental  in  having  enacted  many  excellent 
laws,  among  which  are : 

The  establishment  of  a  juvenile  court  and  a  code  for  the  treatment 
of  juvenile  delinquents  and  for  the  punishment  of  those  who  con- 
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tribute  to  their  delinquency,  and  for  the  redemption  of  offenders; 
the  establishment  of  a  state  industrial  school  for  girls;  of  a  state 
school  for  dependent  children;  of  a  state  home  for  mental  defectives; 
compulsory  education  for  all  children  from  8  to  16  years  of  age; 
preventing  child  labor  during  terms  of  school;  establishing  parents 
as  joint  heirs  of  deceased  children ;  making  it  a  misdemeanor  for  adult 
children  to  fail  to  support  aged  or  infirm  parents ;  increasing  the  age 
of  consent  of  girls  and  protecting  them  by  criminal  statutes  (the  age 
of  consent  of  girls  in  some  States  is  as  low  as  12  years)  ;  creating 
a  state  traveling  library  commission  of  women;  establishing  a  pure 
food  bureau  and  providing  for  the  enforcement  of  laws  as  to  pure 
food ;  preventing  husbands  from  mortgaging  household  goods  without 
signature  of  the  wife ;  providing  for  examination  of  teeth,  eyes,  and 
ears  of  school  children;  creating  a  bureau  for  prevention  of  cruelty 
to  dumb  animals;  abolishing  the  sweat  box  in  getting  confessions 
from  prisoners;  authorizing  punishment  for  prisoners  so  that  by  good 
conduct  and  work  they  can  obtain  their  liberty  in  much  shorter  time ; 
establishing  a  board  of  charities  for  the  supervision  of  all  public 
prisons  and  eleemosynary  institutions,  and  prohibiting  men  from 
taking  any  earnings  of  immoral  women. 

Every  moral  law  or  movement  has  had  the  support  of  the  women. 
It  was  the  Interparliamentary  Union  which  declared  that  Colorado 
has  u  the  sanest,  most  humane,  most  progressive,  most  scientific  laws 
relating  to  the  child  to  be  found  on  any  statute  books  in  the  world.” 

RESPECT  FOR  WOMEN. 

The  claim  that  women  will  lose  the  respect  of  men  has  been  urged 
against  every  advance  made  by  women.  From  the  modifications  of 
the  old  unjust  laws  against  them  to  the  admission  of  women  to  the 
best  colleges  and  universities  of  our  land  the  same  assumption  has 
been  made.  But  isn’t  there  as  much  respect  for  women  now  as  when 
under  the  law  the  husband  had  the  right  to  chastise  his  wife,  and 
when  women  were  debarred  from  entering  colleges  and  universities? 

The  respect  for  woman  is  based  upon  her  intelligence  and  moralit}^ 
Is  there  anything  calculated  to  degrade  her  in  the  act  of  going  to  the 
polls  on  election  day,  where  she  will  find  in  line  her  neighbors  and 
friends,  and  casting  her  vote  to  determine  state  and  national  ques¬ 
tions  and  who  shall  administer  the  affairs  of  the  Government?  Does 
any  man  believe  that  he  has  been  degraded  by  casting  an  honest 
vote?  Why  should  we  assume  that  it  will  degrade  women  and  not 
men? 

In  Colorado  I  find  no  tendency  in  men  to  omit  the  politeness  and 
gallantry  to  woman  which  she  has  always  commanded. 

During  ten  years,  from  1894  to  1904,  I  lived  about  half  of  each 
year  at  Washington  City,  one  of  the  most  cosmopolitan  cities  of  the 
Union.  I  have  observed  the  women  of  that  and  my  home  city,  to 
ascertain,  if  possible,  whether  the  elective  franchise  of  Colorado  has 
either  lowered  woman’s  ideals  or  changed  her  refined,  womanly  quali¬ 
ties.  In  education,  in  culture,  and  in  her  home  influence  the  Colo¬ 
rado  woman  is  surpassed  by  none,  and  her  ideals  are  as  lofty  and  as 
pure  as  our  own  glorious  Rockies,  by  which  she  is  surrounded. 

For  these  reasons  I  believe  that  the  highest  considerations  of 
justice  and  good  government  demand  equal  suffrage  for  women. 
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